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 It is a mystery to me how false doctrines 
get started and even more of a mystery as to how 
they get perpetuated through the centuries to our 
present day.  One of these false doctrines, as I see 
it, has to do with “fire” as we find it in scripture.  
I believe that if one was to ask most people what 
fire relates to in scripture, most would say it re-
lates to “hell” or to satan or the devil.  Admitted-
ly, there are some translation errors in the New 
Testament of KJV that could contribute to the per-
petuation of such a belief, but we should be dili-
gent to search out the meaning of words that are 
not consistent  throughout scripture.  An example 
of this type of translation error is Matt. 5:22, “But 
I say unto you, That whosoever is angry with 
his brother without a cause shall be in danger 
of the judgment: and whosoever shall say to his 
brother, Raca, shall be in danger of the coun-
cil:  but whosoever shall say, Thou fool, shall 
be in danger of hell fire.”  As we have explained 
in previous articles there are different Greek 
words that are all translated “hell” in the New 
Testament.  In this case the word hell should have 
been translated “Gehenna” which means the Val-
ley of the Son of Hinnom.  This valley has two 
significant identities that might warrant the use of 
the word “fire” with it.  The first we find in Jere-
miah 19 where Jeremiah pronounced judgment 
(fire  = God’s judgment) on Judah and Jerusalem 
for their idol worship and burning of their chil-
dren on the altar of Baal.  The second is that at the 
time of the writing of the New Testament, this 
valley was the city dump of Jerusalem and was on 
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fire continuously.  But it does not refer to some 
mythical place of continuous burning for the pur-
pose of torturing someone eternally.   
 But I am ahead of myself.  I want to start 
in the Old Testament and let us look at how the 
word is used throughout scripture.  There are five 
Hebrew words that are translated “fire” in the Old 
Testament.  They are ur translated light or fire; 
esh translated fire; eshshah translated fire; 
beerah translated fire; and nur translated fire.  
Esh is the word used most of the time and in cer-
tain circumstances is also translated burning (1), 
fiery (2), flaming (1), and hot (1).  It is this word 
that I want to explore first.  
 The first time we find the word “esh” or 
“fire” is in Gen. 19:24 where we find the story of 
Sodom and Gomorrah.  Vs. 24 says, “Then the 
LORD rained upon Sodom and upon Gomorrah 
brimstone and fire from the LORD out of heav-
en.”  I think that we would all agree that this is a 
judgment of God on these cities because of their 
homosexuality and sodomy.  We have said in past 
articles that God’s judgments are restorative in 
nature.  So the question might be  where is the 
restoration in this judgment?  The sin was so bad 
here that there weren’t even ten men in the cities 
that were not guilty.  Only Lot and his family, or 
rather two daughters escaped.  So I think that we 
can consider this fire and brimstone as a cleansing 
so that anything coming after would not be pollut-
ed with the sin of these cities.  Brimstone is sulfur 
and is used quite frequently as a cleansing agent.  
It has long been known as a cleansing agent for 
flesh wounds and a preventative for infection.  
Fire itself is a cleansing agent in many ways.  We 
see it quite often in our area for example, where 
the forest gets congested with small brush, so the 
forest service officials will do what they call a 
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controlled burn to burn off this brush, but not the 
trees, to give the trees of the forest a better chance 
at moisture plus native grasses will usually come 
back healthier than before.  It is part of the pro-
cess of restoration, as I believe the fire and brim-
stone on Sodom and Gomorrah was also part of 
the restoration process.  
 Another case of fire being a judgment of 
God is found in Exodus 9:23-24, “And Moses 
stretched forth his rod toward heaven: and the 
LORD sent thunder and hail, and the fire ran 
along upon the ground; and the LORD rained 
hail upon the land of Egypt.  So there was hail, 
and fire mingled with the hail, very grievous, 
such as there was none like it in all the land of 
Egypt since it became a nation.” While this was 
certainly a judgment of God on Egypt for putting 
the children of Israel into slavery and the refusal 
of the Pharaoh to let the Israelites return to their 
own land that God had planned for them, it caused 
a starting over without the Israelites doing much 
more than their share of the work.  Incidentally, I 
can tell you from experience that fire, or electrici-
ty, running along the ground in a thunder storm is 
scary. 
 There are at least a couple of requirements 
in the law that people be burnt with fire as a judg-
ment of God.  This doesn’t mean that they were to 
be burnt alive as the example of Abraham being 
told by God to go to Mt. Moriah and to sacrifice 
his son Isaac as a burnt offering shows us.  In 
Genesis 22 Abraham took Isaac and went to Mt. 
Moriah, then bound Isaac and laid him on the 
wood of the altar, but as “Abraham stretched 
forth his hand, and took the knife to slay his 
son,” and angel of the LORD intervened and 
stopped Abraham from killing his son and God 
provided a ram for the sacrifice. The point I am 
making is that God required in the law that people 

guilty of these sins be burned by fire, but I believe 
it was their bodies that were to be burnt.  Lev. 
20:14 tells us, “And if a man take a wife and 
her mother, it is wickedness: They shall be 
burnt with fire, both he and they: that there be 
no wickedness among you.”  Lev. 21:9 tells us, 
“And the daughter of any priest, if she profane 
herself by playing the whore, she profaneth her 
father: she shall be burnt with fire.” 
 In Joshua 7 we have the story of Achan 
who disobeyed God’s command to not pick up the 
accursed thing when Israel destroyed the city of 

Jericho.  When the Israelites failed in their at-
tempt to destroy the city of Ai, it was determined 
that their failure was due to Achan’s disobedi-
ence.  Joshua 7:25 tells us what happened, “And 
Joshua said, Why hast thou troubled us? the 
LORD shall trouble thee this day.  And all Isra-
el stoned him with stones, and burned them 
with fire, after they had stoned them with 
stones.” 
 There are several examples of people be-
ing destroyed by fire of the LORD as a judgment 
of God.  I presume it is being killed by lightning.  
In Numbers 16 we have the story of Korah and 
the two hundred fifty men who followed him in 
his rebellion against Moses and Aaron.  After Ko-
rah and his family were destroyed in an earth 
quake we’re told in vs. 35, “And there came out 
a fire from the LORD, and consumed the two-
hundred and fifty men that offered incense.” It 
is often through the Old Testament that we see 
fire being used to offer a burnt sacrifice. Offering 
burnt sacrifices to God was part of the ordinances 
that God commanded the Israelites to do as part of 
the law.  Again, I would look at the fire as a 
cleansing agent that the offering is cleansed of all 
impurities and considered a sweet savour to God.  
This is part of the reason we cook our meat that 
we eat. 
 In II Kings 1 we have the story of King 
Ahaziah, who had been injured by a fall and had 
sent messengers to inquire of Baalzebub, the god 
of Ekron,  to see if he would recover.  They met 
up with Elijah who told them that the king would 
not recover but would die.  When they told the 
king this he sent a captain and fifty men to have 
Elijah come to him.  When the captain came to 
Elijah and told him the king had commanded that 
he come with them, Elijah answered, “If I be a 
man of God, then let fire come down from 
heaven, and consume thee and thy fifty.  And 
there came down fire from heaven , and con-
sumed him and his fifty.”  This happened twice.   
 There are many examples of fire being 
used on the altar for burnt offerings.  However, 
this process was misused by being used as wor-
ship to false gods and is heavily condemned by 
God.  In Jeremiah 19, Jeremiah was instructed by 
God to take an earthen bottle, ancients of the peo-
ple, and ancients of the priests and go to the val-
ley of the son of Hinnom, a valley just outside of 
Jerusalem, and to tell them,…”because they have 
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forsaken me, and have estranged this place, 
and have burned incense in it unto other gods 
whom neither they nor their fathers have 
known, nor the kings of Judah, and have filled 
this place with the blood of innocents; they 
have built also the high places of Baal, to burn 
their sons with fire for burnt offerings unto 
Baal, which I commanded not, nor spake it, 
neither came it into my mind.”  (Jer. 19:4-5) 
Jeremiah then predicted a severe famine on the 
people of Jerusalem and then God told him to 
break the earthen bottle and then tell the people, 
referring to the breaking of the bottle, “Thus will 
I do unto this place, saith the LORD, and to the 
inhabitants thereof, and even make this city as 
Tophet.” (Jer. 19:12) The burning of one’s sons 
and daughters as a sacrifice to false gods was a 
fairly common practice in idol worship and still is 
in some societies.  The people of Judah and Israel 
had taken up this practice of other nations in wor-
shipping other gods and as we can see, God se-
verely condemns such practice. 
 We find several instances of cities being 
burnt and usually when It was done it was at the 
judgment of God for their idol worship.  The one 
city of note that was destroyed by fire was the city 
of Jerusalem when King Nebuchadnezzar burnt 
the city, the temple and the king’s house.  Though 
done by Nebuchadnezzar, Jer. 19 makes it plain 
that this was a judgment of God.   
 We find fire mentioned in other ways than 
as a judgment.  Exodus 13:21-22 tell us how God 
showed the Israelites the way as they trekked 
through the wilderness during the exodus. “And 
the LORD went before them by day in a pillar 
of a cloud, to lead them the way; and by night 
in a pillar of fire, to give them light; to go by 
day and night:  He took not away the pillar of 
the cloud by day, nor the pillar of fire by night, 
from before the people.” As these verses indi-
cate, God manifested Himself in fire in several 
ways.  In Exodus 3:2 we’re told, “And the angel 
of the LORD appeared unto him in a flame of 
fire out of the midst of a bush: and he looked, 
and, behold, the bush burned with fire, and the 
bush was not consumed.”  While this verse says 
an angel appeared in the flame, vs. 4 tells us that 
“God called unto him out of the midst of the 
bush.”   
 When the Israelites arrived at Mt. Sinai in 
Arabia, God told Moses to have the people to pre-

pare for His coming down on the third day at 
which time He spoke the Ten Commandments to 
them.  Exodus 19:18 tells us, “And mount Sinai 
was altogether on a smoke, because the LORD 

descended upon it in fire: and the smoke there-
of ascended as the smoke of a furnace, and the 
whole mount quaked greatly.”  Though Bible 
scholars have tried to place Mt. Sinai in the Sinai 
Peninsula the Bible says that it is in Arabia.  As a 
side note, I viewed a commentary on Mt. Sinai 
that the Arabs view as the real Mt. Sinai in Ara-
bia.  It has large stones on the sides of the mount 
and they appear to have been in a fire even to this 
day.   
 Following is a list, though not exclusive, 
of references to God as fire, in a fire, appearance 
of fire and part of Him or His surroundings were 
fire: 
“For the LORD thy God is a consuming fire, 
even a jealous God.”  Deut.4:24  
“Understand therefore this day, that the LORD 
thy God is he which goeth over before thee; as 
a consuming fire he shall destroy them 
(Canaanites), and he shall bring them down before 
thy face: so shalt thou drive them out, and de-
stroy them quickly, as the LORD hath said unto 
thee.”  Deut. 9:3 
David’s description of God—“There went up a 
smoke out of his nostrils, and fire out of his 
mouth devoured: coals were kindled by it.”  II 
Samuel 22:9 
Elijah’s challenge to prophets of Baal—“Let 
them therefore give us two bullocks; and let 
them choose one bullock for themselves, and 
cut it in pieces, and lay it on wood, and put no 
fire under; and I will dress the other bullock, 
and lay it on wood, and put no fire under: And 
call ye on the name of your gods, and I will call 
on the name of the LORD: and the God that 
answereth by fire, let him be God.  And all the 
people answered and said, it is well spoken.—
after a full day that the prophets of Baal called on 
Baal to answer their prayers, Elijah took stones 
and built an altar and laid wood on it and then the 
bullock on the wood, he poured water on the 
whole thing three times, then prayed and “Fire of 
the LORD fell, and consumed the burnt sacri-
fice, and the wood, and the stones, and the 
dust, and licked up the water that was in the 
trench.”  I Kings 18:23,24,38 
And David built there an altar unto the LORD,  
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 subjects similar to the subjects that we have dis-
cussed in this article.  None, and I need to empha-
size None are related to a place where the unsaved 
go to to be tortured for eternity.   
We will look at the New Testament in our next 
month’s issue.   
 One more thing that I would like for us to 
consider in this article is based on a statement in 
Deut. 33:2.  “And he said, The LORD came 
from Sinai, and rose up from Seir unto them; 
he shined forth from mount Paran, and he 
came with ten thousands of saints: from his 
right hand went a fiery law for them.”  This is 
Moses speaking and referring to the exodus from 
Egypt.  It was during this exodus that God’s law 
was introduced to the people beginning with the 
Ten Commandments.  God’s commandments, 
statutes, judgments and ordinances were then giv-
en to Moses to instruct the people.  If God’s law is 
fiery I believe that this helps us understand the 
many references to fire that may be difficult to 
understand.  God’s “fiery” law was given to us for 
our benefit.  His judgments are no different, they 
are part of God’s law and they are for our benefit 
as well.  One other scripture that we need to re-
member is Malachi 3:6, “For I am the LORD, I 
change not;  therefore ye sons of Jacob are not 
consumed.”  I once had a woman tell me that she 
was sure glad that we did not have the God of the 
Old Testament today.  She was wrong.  We have 
the same God Who loves His people and His fiery 
law, including His judgments, are for our benefit.  
JRL  

and offered burnt offerings and peace offer-
ings, and called upon the LORD;  and he an-
swered him from heaven by fire upon the altar 
of burnt offering.”  I Chronicles 21:26 
Now when Solomon had made an end of pray-
ing, the fire came down from heaven, and con-
sumed the burnt offering and the sacrifices; 
and the glory of the LORD filled the house.”  ll 
Chronicles 7:1 
Our God shall come, and shall not keep si-
lence: a fire shall devour before him, and it 
shall be tempestuous round about him.”  Psalm 
50:3 
How long, LORD? Wilt thou be angry for ever? 
Shall thy jealousy burn like fire?  Psalm 79:5 
How long, LORD?  Wilt thou hide thyself for 
ever? Shall thy wrath burn like fire? Psa. 89:46 
Behold, the name of the LORD cometh from 
far, burning with his anger, and the burden 
thereof is heavy: his lips are full of indignation, 
and his tongue as a devouring fire.” Isa. 30:27 
Is not my word like as a fire? Saith the LORD; 
and like a hammer that breaketh the rock in 
pieces?  Jer . 23:29 
Every time the word of God came to Ezekiel, he 
saw the same vision, he describes part of the vi-
sion in Eze. 1:13.  “As for the likeness of the liv-
ing creatures, their appearance was like burn-
ing coals of fire, and like the appearance of 
lamps: it went up and down among the living 
creatures; and the fire was bright, and out of 
the fire went forth lightning.” 
I beheld till the thrones were cast down, and 
the Ancient of days did sit, whose garment was 
white as snow, and the hair of his head like the 
pure wool: his throne was like the fiery flame, 
and his wheels as burning fire.  A fiery stream 
issued and came forth from before him: thou-
sand thousands ministered unto him, and ten 
thousand times ten thousand stood before him: 
the judgment was set, and the books were 
opened.”  Daniel 7:9-10 
One thing we need to understand as we look at 
these scriptures is that God’s wrath, his indigna-
tion, etc. is a lawful wrath, indignation, etc., and 
is not a result of emotion.  This may be difficult 
for us as humans to understand, because we are all 
emotional.  As we seek true righteousness, I be-
lieve that this will be easier to understand.   
 There are many more scriptures in the Old 
Testament using the word “fire” all relating to 
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to not marry.   
In vs. 9 he says that if a person cannot ex-

ercise self-control, which he seems to feel is nec-
essary to stay unmarried, he says to marry, as this 
is better than to burn.  “Burn” refers to burning 
with passion.  It is not a reference to punishment.  
He says to those who are married, let not the wife 
leave her husband, but if she does, to stay unmar-
ried or be reconciled to her husband.  In the King 
James he says for the husband to not “put away” 
his wife.  In the margin of my Bible it replaces 
“put away” with “divorce”.  Actually neither is a 
correct translation.  The Greek word aphiemi liter-
ally means “to send or let off or away.”  The word 
is most often translated “leave” and is most often 
translated second, “forgive.”  Forgive is in the 
sense of Matt. 6:12, “Forgive us our debts, as we 
forgive our debtors.”  So “forgive” would be in 
the sense of “sending away” our debts as we 
“send away” the debts or transgressions against 
us.  Back to vs. 11 of I Cor. 7, “leave” would 
probably be a better word.  The Greek apostasion 
is the Greek word meaning divorce as meant in 
the Old Testament and how we look at it today.   

(Read I Cor. 7:12-28)  Paul now renders 
his own thoughts about marriage.   In vs. 12 and 
13 the words “put away” and “leave” are again 
from the Greek aphiemi.   If a man has a wife, or 
a woman has a husband that doesn’t believe, if 
they enjoy each other, Paul tells them to stay to-
gether.  The unbelieving husband is sanctified by 
the believing wife and the unbelieving wife is 
sanctified by the believing husband.  If this were 
not so, he says the children would be unclean, but 
if they stay together the children are then holy.  
I’m not real sure what he means by all of this.  
Some different translations use other words than 
sanctified, but the original Greek is hagiazo which 
means “to separate or set apart.”  The word 
“unclean” is from the Greek akathartos which 
means unclean or impure.  I’ve thought a lot on 
this and am not sure I fully understand his mean-
ing.  We think of these words in a spiritual sense 
usually, but I don’t think this was how he was in-
tending them.  I believe he is thinking in the sense 
we might if we said that if we knew a couple one 
of which was a believer and the other not, but 
they obviously loved each other, we would re-
spect the unbeliever for still supporting the believ-
er in their marriage as if they were both believers.  
In a situation like this, children born to this union 

A STUDY OF THE BOOK OF 

I CORINTHIANS 

(Read I Cor. 7:1-11)  Paul now gets to an-
swering questions that had been asked in a letter 
that the Corinthians had written to him.  We don’t 
have the question, so we have to perceive it based 
on Paul’s answer.  The question apparently had to 
do with whether a man should marry or not.  I 
suspect that because of the gross immorality that 
was taking place in the city, trying to set the peo-
ple straight on what they should and should not do 
could have ended up confusing people.  So Paul 
lays out first what God had said based on written 
Scripture, and then he follows with his added 
opinion.   

He first says that it is good that a man not 
touch a woman meaning that it would be good for 
a man to not marry, but be as Paul was.  He ex-
plains more why later.  But, he does not  condemn 
marriage at all.  He says that if a couple marry 
they should each show due affection to each oth-
er. Neither is any longer totally independent, but 
are dependent on each other.  He tells them to not 
deprive one another unless it is agreed before so 
that the one or the other can devote themselves to 
prayer and fasting.  They should then come back 
together that they not be tempted due to their lack 
of self control.  All of this,  he says, he has said by 
permission, not by commandment.  So far as he is 
concerned, he would that all men be like him, but 
he recognizes that each person has their own 
proper gift of God.  So he recognizes that God has 
a different plan for all men, thus they can’t nor 
shouldn’t all be like him.  However, he still en-
courages those who aren’t married or are widows 
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would be complete having both parents and in this 
sense we would set them apart in our minds as 
being such.  If the parents split up, the children 
would not be complete in their need.  In this 
sense, they might be impure in that they are not 
complete.  This is speculation on my part, but I 
don’t think Paul is looking at this situation in a 
spiritual sense that we might because of the use of 
these words. 

He goes on to say, however, that should 
the unbeliever depart, to let him or her do so as 
the believer is not enslaved to the unbeliever and 
he reminds us that God has called us to peace, i.e. 
don’t make trouble over it. 

Then in vs. 16, I believe he is speaking in 
a spiritual sense when he says that the believer 
doesn’t know, but that he or she may save the un-
believing spouse.  The NASB changes vs. 17 
slightly to read, “Only, as the Lord has assigned 
to each one, as God has called each, in this 
manner let him walk.”  In God’s sovereignty, He 
has a different plan for each of our lives, so Paul 
is saying live it the best that one can.  He says this 
is the same thing he tells all of the congregations 
he goes to. 

He goes on to clarify this using circumci-
sion and uncircumcision and servant and master 
as examples.  Changing one’s self physically from 
uncircumcision to circumcision doesn’t change 
the person that a person is.  Changing from being 
a servant to a non-servant changes nothing within 
a person.  Paul is saying that whatever your situa-
tion, live to the best that one can do, what you are 
inside is what you will be either way.  Vs. 22 
bears this out, “For he that is called in the Lord, 
being a servant, is the Lords” freeman: like-
wise also he that is called, being free, is 
Christ’s servant.”  Both are the same position so 
far as Christ and His kingdom are  concerned.  In 
both cases, Paul says “Ye are bought with a 
price, be not ye the servants of men.”  Do not 
be bound by peer pressure into trying to be what 
one is not. Be what you are and abide in God. 

Paul seems to assume that there is consid-
erable arguing going on among the congregation, 
probably partly because of what he may have said 
and partly the moral, or immoral situation that 
existed in Corinth because of the worship of Aph-
rodite.  I would like to quote verses 25-28 from 
the Ferrar Fenton Translation as I believe he ex-
presses the tenor of Paul’s thought the best.  “But 

about the young girls, I have not a decision 
from the Lord; but I give an opinion as I was 
granted to be trusted under the Lord.  I think, 
therefore, that to encounter more easily the 
present distress, it is good for a man to act in 
this way: If you are married to a wife, do not 
attempt to be free; if free from a wife, do not 
seek a wife.  But if you should marry, you do 
no wrong; and if a girl marries, she does no 
wrong—but they will have bodily privations.  
Therefore I spare you.” 

(Read I Cor. 7:29-40) I believe that Paul, 
at this point in his ministry, believed that the re-
turn of Christ was going to happen well within his 
lifetime, so to him time was short.  This appears 
to me to be born out in vs. 29-34 in that Paul ap-
pears to me to be asking the men to put aside their 
marriages, their businesses, their personal prob-
lems and devote themselves wholly to God.  All 
of these things can distract one from having his 
eyes totally on God.  He says he is telling them 
this for their own benefit, not to trap them, but 
that they might attend upon the Lord without dis-
traction.   

Then he gets back to the virgins.  If a man 
has a virgin daughter and has kept her at home 
and she is passing the flower of her age and he 
feels the need, Paul says he does good to let her 
marry.  If the man can keep her home and not 
have her marry, Paul says he does better. 

Finally, Paul says that if a woman marry, 
by law she is bound to her husband as long as her 
husband lives.  If he dies, she is free to marry 
whom ever she wishes, but he feels she would do 
better to not remarry.  He believes he has the Spir-
it of God directing him in what all he has said 
concerning marriage.   

I Cor. 8 is a specific lesson with far greater 
application.  (Read I Cor. 8) Paul is answering a 
letter from the Corinthians and the question he is 
dealing with apparently concerned whether it was 
right to eat meat that had been offered to idols.  
Apparently not only was the meat eaten in the 
temples to the idols, but was available at the mar-
ket place after it had been offered.   Paul gives us 
a good dose of common sense in this chapter.  
The important point is that we have knowledge of 
the one true God.  There being no other “real” 
gods in the sense of the one true God, Paul says 
that meat sacrificed to these so-called gods is not 
affected by those so-called gods, so to him it is 
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okay to eat.  However, if a person without the 
knowledge of the one true God sees us eating that 
meat that has been sacrificed to a no god and he 
eats the same with a totally different perspective 
(i.e. honoring that meat as a special sacrifice to 
what he perceives as a god) then Paul says he 
doesn’t eat it.  To cause another to stumble be-
cause they do not have the knowledge of God as 
we do is a sin against Christ.  This lesson can 
have numerous applications.  Being seen some-
where such as a bar or liquor store by one with a 
weak conscience, as Paul puts it, that causes that 
person to stumble is wrong though it might not be 
wrong to be at that location.  Being seen drinking 
alcoholic beverage can have the same effect even 
though the Bible does not prohibit doing so, only 
the abuse of it is condemned.  Being seen at a ca-
sino might be another example.  Probably we 
could think of numerous examples where we 
might offend one who has not the knowledge of 
God we have.  So it behooves us as Christians to 
be careful what we do, even though we know that 
we are not sinning in what we are doing, in case it 
offends another with a weaker conscience.   

(Read I Cor. 9)  Again, we don’t have the 
question posed by the Corinthians, but it apparent-
ly had to do with how Paul was compensated and 
what authority did he have.  He deals first with his 
authority.  He asks several questions before an-
swering some.  First, he asks, “Am I not an apos-
tle?”  To him the answer is obvious and he appar-
ently believes is should be obvious to the Corin-
thians.  The other questions bear out the obvious 
answer.  He asks “Am I not free?”  My first 
thought was what does this have to do with him 
being an apostle?  Apostle means “one sent 
forth.”  If he is sent forth by Christ, he cannot be a 
servant of someone else.  He is not there at the 
bidding of another man.  He then asks, “Have I 
not seen Jesus Christ our Lord?” I am not sure 
how many times he saw Jesus; though he did not 
see him before His resurrection, one of the main 
credentials that Paul claimed was that he did see 
Christ in person.  Finally he asked, Are not ye my 
work in the Lord?  The work he had done with 
the Corinthians should have been obvious to them 
that he was an apostle.  Even if he wasn’t an apos-
tle to others, he most certainly had been to the Co-
rinthians he says. 

  I’m not sure just what the complaints 
were concerning Paul and Barnabas, but it appears 

to me that there were people there who were try-
ing to apply a different standard to Paul than to 
other apostles.  He asks the questions; did not we 
have the right to eat and drink, did we not have 
the right to have a wife, and did he and Barnabas 
have no rights except to work? He then asks, who 
goes to war at their own expense; who plants a 
vineyard, but does not eat from it; who feeds a 
flock but does not drink the milk from it?  It 
seems that at least some of the people were ex-
pecting the near impossible from Paul and Barna-
bas, expecting them to work for nothing without 
any rights a normal person claims.  Paul says that 
he is not just saying these things as a man, but that 
it is God’s law and then he quotes Deut. 25:4,” 
Thou shalt not muzzle the ox when he treadeth 
out the corn.”   Paul asks, is it the oxen that God 
cares about or was this written for the benefit of 
man as well?  He then answers the question say-
ing that it is for man’s benefit as well.  The person 
plowing a field plows with the hope of a harvest 
and the one doing the threshing does so with the 
hope of a share of the harvest.  Then getting to the 
point of his questioning, he asks in vs. 11, “If we 
have sown unto you spiritual things, is it a 
great thing if we shall reap your carnal 
things”?  If Paul and Barnabas has provided spir-
itual things to them, was it not right that the peo-
ple in turn provide Paul and Barnabas with physi-
cal necessities?  He asks, if others exercise this 
right to be paid by them, how much more should 
he and Barnabas have that right?  However, he 
and Barnabas never exercised this right, but rather 
shorted themselves rather than risk hindering the 
gospel.  Do they not know that those who minister 
in the temple share in the things that are offered at 
the altar, he asks.  Then he says that God hath or-
dained that those who preach the gospel should 
live by being compensated for what they are 
preaching.  But Paul says that he has not required 
anything from those to whom he has preached.  
He says he would rather die than have some man 
make his authority void.  Paul is fearful that 
should he come to rely on men, they could or 
would then tell him what he should do, thus re-
moving from him the authority or right to preach 
as he has felt led to do.  He feels he cannot glory 
in what he has done because to him preaching is 
necessary for him to do and he feels that should 
he quit, it would be to his downfall.  His reward is 
preaching willingly, if he was not willing a stew-
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ardship has been entrusted to him.  To him, his 
reward is that he can present the gospel without 
charge, that he not abuse the authority that he has 
in the gospel.  This goes back to the first verse 
where he declared that he was a free man.  
Though being free, he has made himself a servant 
to all men that he might gain the more.  Unto the 
Jews, he became as a Jew, that he might gain the 
Jews;  to those under the law, as one under the 
law, that he might gain those who are under the 
law.  To those who are without the law, Paul says 
he became as one without the law though he ex-
plains that he does not mean without the law of 
God, but having the law of Christ.  He does this 
that he might gain those that are without the law.  
To the weak he became as weak that he might 
gain the weak, then he says that he is made all 
things to all people that he might by all means 
save some.  

He then presents something that has often 
been misunderstood.  He says that he does all the 
things he has just mentioned that he might be a 
partaker with them.  Then he asks in vs. 24, 
“know ye not that they which run in a race run 
all, but one receiveth the prize? So run, that ye 
may obtain.  This has been taken by some to 
mean that they have to work for their salvation.  
One has to understand the difference between jus-
tification, which is a free gift through the sacrifice 
of Christ on the cross, and sanctification, which is 
something that has to be worked for once one ac-
cepts justification.  I look at salvation as an all 
inclusive term.  If we do not separate the steps to 
salvation of justification and sanctification, then 
we have those that believe that once they accept 
the free gift of justification, they need do nothing 
more, while on the other hand there are those that 
believe that they have to work, in some way, to 
gain justification.  Paul teaches us this here as he 
says that all men who are striving to master them-
selves restrains himself in all things, so while the 
runners on a track run to receive a corruptible 

crown, we should run to receive an incorruptible 
crown.  He says that he runs, not with uncertainty 
he fights, but not as beating wind,  he trains his 
body and leads a slave’s life for fear that having 
trained others, he might be disapproved.  He cer-
tainly is not talking about justification here, but 
rather is looking forward to being a part of those 
listed in Rev. 20:4, those who will rule and reign 
with Christ during the thousand years. 

We will continue with chapter 10 in our 
next issue. 

Train up a child in the way he should go: 
and when he is old, he will not depart from it. Prov-

erbs  22:6 


